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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Nature of the Case 
Ronald R. Macik appeals from the district court's Order Denying Motion to 
Withdraw Guilty Plea for Lack of Jurisdiction. In 1972, Mr. Macik entered a guilty plea to 
the charge of murder in the first degree. In 2011, Mr. Macik filed a motion to withdraw 
his plea. The district court denied this motion. Mr. Macik asserts that the district court 
abused its discretion by denying his motion to withdraw his plea. 
Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
Mr. Macik entered a guilty plea the charge of murder in the first degree in 1972. 
(R., pp.10-11.) He was sentenced to a fixed life term. (R., p.12.) On March 14, 2011, 
Mr. Macik filed a letter with the district court requesting that he be allowed to withdraw 
his previously entered guilty plea for several reasons. (R., pp.13-16.) In September of 
2011, the district court issued an Order Denying Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea for Lack 
of Jurisdiction. (R., pp.31-32.) The district court determined that Mr. Macik filed his 
motion to withdraw his guilty plea thirty-eight and one-half years after entering his guilty 
plea, and that the district court was "without jurisdiction to consider [the] Rule 33 
Motion." (R., pp.31-32.) Mr. Macik fi.led a Notice of Appeal timely from the Order 
Denying Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea for Lack of Jurisdiction. (R., pp.34-36.) 
1 
ISSUE 
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it denied Mr. Macik's motion to withdraw 
his guilty plea? 
2 
ARGUMENT 
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Denied Mr. Macik's Motion To 
Withdraw His Guilty Plea 
A. Introduction 
After he entered his guilty plea, and well after sentencing, Mr. Macik moved to 
withdraw his plea. The district court denied Mr. Macik's motion . Mr. Macik asserts that 
the district court abused its discretion by denying his motion to withdraw his guilty plea. 
B. Standard Of Review 
Appellate review of the denial of a motion to withdraw a plea is limited to 
determining whether the district court exercised sound judicial discretion as 
distinguished from arbitrary action . State v. Freeman, 110 Idaho 117, 121 (Ct. App. 
1986). 
C. The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Denied Mr. Macik's Motion To 
Withdraw His Guilty Plea 
Motions for withdrawal of pleas are governed by I.C.R. 33(c). Whether to grant a 
motion to withdraw a guilty plea lies in the discretion of the district court and such 
discretion should be liberally applied. Freeman, 110 Idaho at 121. After a defendant 
has been sentenced, a motion to withdraw a guilty plea generally will be granted only to 
correct manifest injustice. Idaho Criminal Rule 33(c); State v. Huffman, 137 Idaho 886, 
887 (Ct. App. 2002); State v. McFarland, 130 Idaho 358, 361 (Ct. App. 1997). It is the 
defendant's burden to show that a manifest injustice would result if the motion to 
withdraw the guilty plea were denied. State v. Gomez, 124 Idaho 177, 178 (Ct. App. 
1993). Manifest injustice will be found if the plea was not taken in compliance with 
constitutional due process standards, which require that a guilty plea be entered 
3 
voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently. Huffman, 137 Idaho at 887; Boykin v. Alabama, 
395 U.S. 238, 242 (1969). 
Mindful of State v. Jakoski, 139 Idaho 352, 355 (2003), and the district court's 
lack of jurisdiction, Mr. Macik asserts that the district court abused its discretion in 
denying his motion to withdraw his guilty plea. Specifically, Mr. Macik asserts he should 
have been allowed to withdraw his guilty plea for the following reasons: 
The plea transcript was verbatim, it is also direct evidence that the Court 
accepted a guilty plea from me when I was clearly incapable of making a 
rational decision and under the influence of Thorazine, a powerful mind 
altering drug, that I was required to take 3 times a day 7 days a week 
since the day I first arrived in the Idaho Prison System on October 1st 
1969. In the plea hearing the Court ask if I wanted to change my plea to 
which I answered yes. He then ask [sic] why? To which I stated ill 
because I was implicated in it, (2) involved simply because I was in the 
room and (3) but I did not stab Mr. Butler. The Court then ask [sic] if I was 
under the influence of may mediations to which I said yes Thorazine. My 
attorney was not even in the Court when this hearing took place. 
In addition to the issue contained in the record is the fact that both Sheriff 
Paul Bright and prosecutors James Risch used threat, intimidation, 
psychological and emotional cruelty against me knowing full well that I 
was not in a salient state of mind or awareness. I was a convenient target 
for abuse and a mere spectator watching the circumstances and events in 
my life take place but unable to effect their outcome. 
This letter would not have been possible had it not been for an 
extraordinary medical event that occurred September 2007, apparently I 
suffered a stroke in my sleep and when I awoke I was blind in my right 
eye. I also began to experience many flashes of memory some of the 
images were very disturbing with photographic detail, at first I was totally 
uncertain and confused at the images and even my perception was out of 
wack [sic], it took me eight days to get to the WVMC where I was treated 
Sep 28 07 by Doctor [D] Turner. I now know that the flashes were not 
dreams. That they were in fact memories of a particular time in my life in 
which because of the Thorazine medication that I was required to take 
from Oct 1st 69 until I left the Idaho prison system Dec 1972 I was a 
spectator incapable of any significant human responses or reactions. 
Mr. Risch was completely and totally aware of my psychological and 
emotional inabilities he knew that I was on Thorazine . . . I was also 










legal material and where mental disease and or psychotropic medication 
prevented me from pursuing challenges to my conviction. 
(R., pp13-15.) 
Based upon the above information, Mr. Macik asserts the district court abused its 
discretion in failing to grant his motion to withdraw his guilty plea. 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Macik respectfully requests that this Court reverse the district court's order 
denying his motion to withdraw guilty plea and remand his case for further proceedings. 
DATED this 14th day of March, 2012. 
ELIZABETH ANN ALLRED 
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